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Classification Decision: 


Objectionable except if the availability of the publication is restricted to persons who 
have attained the age of 18 years. 

Display conditions: 

Section 27 

The publication must be publicly displayed only in premises or a part of premises set 
aside for the public display of restricted publications (whether or not articles other than 
restricted publications are also displayed in those premises or that part of those 
premises). 

Descriptive Note: 

Not Applicable. 

Direction to issue a label has been given on: Not Applicable. 

SUMMARY OF THE REASONS FOR DECISION: 

The publication shows the use of urine in association with sexual conduct, in terms of 
s3(2)(d) of the Films, Videos, and Publications Classification Act 1993. It shows 
sexual conduct that is degrading, dehumanising and demeaning in terms of 
s3(3)(a)(iii). 

In determining whether the publication promotes or supports or tends to promote or 
support the activities described under s3(2), the Office gave weight to the expert 
opinions in the submissions. These submissions were in agreement that the 
photograph was recognised as a significant work of art, notwithstanding the content. 
The photograph depicts an aspect of gay and sado-masochistic sexual subculture, in a 
manner which is confronting and difficult. While the publication is depicting the 
activities as described above, it does not promote or support or tend to promote or 
support these activities. This is because it is the art of Mapplethorpe that is being 
supported, rather than the use of urine in association with degrading and 
dehumanising sexual conduct. 

Furthermore, the Bill of Rights Act requires the Office to take a view consistent with 
the rights and freedoms contained in the Bill of Rights where it can. The Office feels 
that the wider public interest is better served by the publication being made available 
than not. Given the display arrangements proposed by the City Gallery, the 
persuasive evidence as to the publication’s merit, and in consideration of the purpose 
and controlled circumstances of its exhibition, the availability of the publication is not 
likely to be injurious to the public good, provided that the publication is restricted. 

Given the degree of explicitness of the publication and the themes presented, the 
publication is classified as objectionable except if its availability is restricted to persons 
who have attained the age of 18 years. 
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